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DETAILED ACTION 



Claims 1-48 are presented for examination. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 



The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs 
of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under 
this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention thereof 
by the applicant for patent, or on an international application by another 
who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of 
section 371(c) of this title before the invention thereof by the applicant 
for patent . 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American 
Inventors Protection Act of 1999 (AIPA) and the Intellectual 
Property and High Technology Technical Amendments Act of 2 002 do 
not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting directly 
or indirectly from an international application filed before 
November 29, 2000. Therefore, the prior art date of the reference 
is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior to the amendment by 
the AIPA (pre-AIPA 35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 

Claims 1-48 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Mukaiyama et al U.S Patent No. (66314 07) . 
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As per claim 1, Mukaiyama et al teach a method in a data 
processing system (fig. 1) having a client (clients 30 and device 
10) and a server (management server 20) , the method for remote 
processing at the client, the client having a first component of 
a service application (Java supporting browser application/ 
downloaded applet) the server having a second component of the 
service^ application (fig. 7, web server part 22 uses java applet 
class applications and html document files) , the method 
comprising the steps of: 

receiving from the server a request to execute the first 
component (the server send html data s including an applet tag 
causing the client device to execute the device detailed screen 
display process col. 4, lines 10-17 and col. 9, lines 48-67); 

initiating execution of the first component based on the 
received request (the client web browser is instructed to execute 
a downloaded displaying applet col. 9, lines 48-67); 

after initiating execution of the first component, 
instructing the server to initiate execution of the second 
component (client requests the execution for files stored at 
element 25 of the server col. 9, lines 32-67 and col. 11, lines 
24-38) ; 

receiving a completion indicator from the server indicating 
that the second component has terminated execution (col. 9, lines 
32-67 and col. 11, lines 24-38); and 

terminating execution of the first component module 
responsive to receipt of the completion indicator (change 
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notifying packet and termination notifying message is sent col. 
9, lines 32-67 and col. 11, lines 24-38. see also col. 12, lines 
15-53) . 

As per claim 2, Mukaiyama et al teach the method of claim 1, 
further comprising the steps of: 
receiving a user command to execute the service application 
(col . 9, 32-67) ; and 

requesting the server to send the request to execute the first 
component (col. 9, 32-67 and col. 10, lines 1-17). 

As per claim 3, Mukaiyama et al teach the method of claim wherein 
the server request includes an identifier of the second component 
of the service application (col. 9, 32-67 and col. 10, lines 1- 
17) . 

As per claim 4, Mukaiyama et al teach the method of claim 1, 
further comprising the steps of: 

determining whether the first component and the second component 
are available for execution (col. 5, lines 31-54 and col. 9, 
lines 1-47) . 

As per claim 5, Mukaiyama et al teach the method of claim 1, 
wherein: 
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the request to execute the first component is included in a 
web page with a URL identifying the second component (col. 3, 
lines 5-37 and col. 11, 56-63); 

the server is instructed to initiate execution of the second 
component by returning the URL to the server (col. 9, lines 44-65 
and col. 11, lines 29-63), and 

the received completion indicator from the server is 
included in a response to the returned URL from the client col. 
9, lines 44-67 and col. 11, lines 29-63). 

As per claim 6, Mukaiyama et al teach the method of claim 1, 
wherein the server is a web server (fig. 7, web server part 22) . 

As per claim 7, Mukaiyama et al teach the method of claim 1, 
wherein the first component comprises one of a plug- in and an 
applet, which is executed by loading a web page in a browser 
application executed at the client, and wherein the second 
component comprises a servlet scripted at the server (col. 4, 
lines 10-29 and col. 11, lines 42-62). 

As per claim 8, Mukaiyama et al teach the method of claim 1, 
wherein the service application comprises at least one 
application selected from the group consisting of a print 
operation, a visualization operation, a storing operation a 
rendering operation, a mathematical operation, and a logical 
operation (fig. 4 and col. 5, lines 31-44) 
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As per claims 9, 18,27, 46 and 48, these claims have similar 
limitations as claim 1 and 5 combined. Therefore, they are 
rejected with the same rationale. 

As per claim 10, 19,28, 45, and 47, these claims have similar 
limitations as claim 1 above. Therefore, they are rejected with 
the same rationale. 

As per claims 37 and 40, these claims are directed to a client 
data processing system with similar limitations as claim 1 above. 
Therefore, they are rejected with the same rationale. 
Mukaiyama et al further teach a memory and a processing unit (see 
figs. 1 and 3 and 6) . 

As per claims 41 and 44, these claims are directed to a server 
data processing system with similar limitations as claim 1 and 9 
above. Therefore, they are rejected with the same rationale. 
Mukaiyama et al further teach a memory and a processing unit (see 
figs. 1 and 3 and 6) . 

As per claims 2,11 and 20, Mukaiyama et al teach the invention, 
further comprising the steps of: 

receiving a user command to execute the service application 
(col . 9, 32-67) ; and 

requesting the server to send the request to execute the 
first component (col. 9, 32-67 and col. 10, lines 1-17). 
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As per claims 3,12 and 21, Mukaiyama et al teach the invention, 
wherein the server request includes an identifier of the second 
component of the service application (col. 9, 32-67 and col. 10, 
lines 1-17) . 

As per claims 4,13 and 22, Mukaiyama et al teach the invention, 
further comprising the steps of: 

determining whether the first component and the second 
component are available for execution (col. 5, lines 31-54 and 
col . 9, lines 1-47) . 

As per claims 14 and 23, Mukaiyama et al teach the invention, 
wherein : 

the request to execute the first component is included in a 
web page with a URL identifying the second component (col. 3, 
lines 5-37 and col. 11, 56-63); 

the server is instructed to initiate execution of the second 
component by returning the URL to the server (col. 9, lines 44-65 
and col. 11, lines 29-63), and 

the received completion indicator from the server is included in 
a response to the returned URL from the client col. 9, lines 44- 
67 and col. 11, lines 29-63). 

As per claims 6,15 and 24, Mukaiyama et al teach the invention, 
wherein the server is a web server (fig. 7, web server part 22) . 
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As per claims 7,16 and 25, Mukaiyama et al teach the invention, 
wherein the first component comprises one of a plug- in and an 
applet, which is executed by loading a web page in a browser 
application executed at the client, and wherein the second 
component comprises a servlet scripted at the server (col. 4, 
lines 10-29 and col. 11, lines 42-62). 

As per claims 8,17 and 26, Mukaiyama et al teach the invention, 
wherein the service application comprises at least one 
application selected from the group consisting of a print 
operation, a visualization operation, a storing operation a 
rendering operation, a mathematical operation, and a logical 
operation (fig. 4 and col. 5, lines 31-44). 

Conclusion 

The prior made of record and not relied upon is considered 
pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Yasin 
Barqadle whose telephone number is 571-272-3947. The examiner 
can normally be reached on 9:00 AM to 5:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Glenn Burgess can be 
reached on 571-272-3949. The fax phone numbers for the 
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organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are 
703-872-9306 for regular communications and 703-746-7238 for 
After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of 
this application or proceeding should be directed to the 
receptionist whose telephone number is 703-305-3900. 

Yasin Barqadle 
Art Unit 2153 
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